There is an error in the first sentence of the "Goodness of fit of the models" section in the Results. The correct sentence is: Inspection of the fit indices indicates that the hypothesized model fits the data better than the first alternative model in 17 out of the 18 analyzed countries (Table 3) .
21, AIC = 520641, and accordingly fits the data less well than the proposed mediational model, Δ χ 2 (1, 40708) = 13641 p < .001. As can be seen in Fig 1, the standardized regression coefficient for the direct effect of sexism on opposition to women's career is significant (β = .23, p < .001). In addition, the unstandardized estimate for the indirect effect excludes zero (.11, SE = 0.002, bias corrected 95% CI [.10, .11]) and, therefore, is significant. Taken together, analyses conducted on the whole sample, as well as on each country separately, support our main assumption that endorsement of motherhood myths is a significant mediator of the relationship between sexism and opposition to women's career. 
